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imported sentiment into matters where it has no proper
place. This charge, however, boldly begs the ques-
tion, for his contention is, firstly, that sentiment does
rightly enter, and ultimately dominates, a true science
of Political Economy; and, secondly, that current Poli-
tical Economy is largely sentimental both in its origin
and influence, but that its sentiments are false.

First let us turn to the charge he brings against
current Political Economy of wrongly arrogating to
itself this title. The subject-matter of this "science"
consists of "wealth" defined as "utilities embodied in
material objects," and possessing a money value. Here
are two assumptions, first that wealth is rightly confined
to material embodiments, and secondly that it is to be
estimated by reference to a monetary standard.

Researches into the right meaning of the terms
" wealth " and " value " form the most vital criticism of
" Unto this Last." Mr. Ruskin's mode of etymological
inquiry, with its frequent assertion of fanciful analogies
and its undue emphasis on roots, should not mislead us
into supposing that the distinctions he makes are "purely
verbal." In reality he always looks through words to
things. In his pertinent question, "What right have
you to take the word l wealth/ which originally meant
1 well-being/ and degrade and narrow it by confining
it to certain sorts of material objects measured by
money ?" he is not ultimately concerned with the perver-
sion of a word, but with the perversion of an idea. His
real arraignment is of the process of segmentation, which
takes a particular sort of material objects as a subject
of separate scientific investigation, and professes to
found upon such science an art of national and in-
dividual conduct. For it must be distinctly understoodd well-grounded judgment of others*er
